
EXPLANATION OF ABSENCE:
 1—Official Buisiness
 2—Necessarily Absent
 3—Illness
 4—Other

SYMBOLS:
 AY—Announced Yea
 AN—Announced Nay
 PY—Paired Yea
 PN—Paired Nay

YEAS (21) NAYS (77) NOT VOTING (2)

Republicans Democrats Republicans    Democrats     Republicans Democrats

(20 or 38%) (1 or 2%) (33 or 62%)    (44 or 98%)    (0) (2)
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SENATE RECORD VOTE ANALYSIS
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2nd Session Vote No. 206 Page S-8331  Temp. Record

WELFARE REFORM RECONCILIATION/Supervision of Teen Mothers

SUBJECT: Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Act of 1996 . . . S. 1956. Faircloth amendment No. 4911.

ACTION: AMENDMENT REJECTED, 21-77

SYNOPSIS: As reported, S. 1956, the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Act of 1996, will enact major welfare
reforms. The Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) program will be replaced with a new Temporary

Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) block grant to the States. The TANF block grant will be capped through 2001. Time limits
will be placed on individuals receiving TANF benefits. Overall, the growth in non-Medicaid welfare spending will be slowed to 4.3
percent annually. The bill originally included major Medicaid reforms, but most of those provisions were stricken when the bill was
reported. Without those Medicaid reforms, welfare spending will still be reduced by $61.4 billion over 6 years.

The Faircloth amendment would prohibit cash welfare benefits from going to a minor if that minor lived with a parent, guardian,
or other adult relative who was also receiving cash welfare benefits and had been receiving them for 3 or more years.

Those favoring the amendment contended:

The bill before us will require parents who are minors to live with their parents or under other adult supervision before they will
be allowed to receive welfare benefits for themselves and their children. The purpose of this provision is to keep children under
appropriate, responsible adult guidance. Under current law, a teenage girl can leave home and receive a free apartment, free food
stamps, and cash welfare benefits if she has a child, does not work, and stays single. No one, of course, intended for the law to work
in this manner, nor does anyone approve of the fact that it does. This bill will fix that problem by requiring minors with children to
live under adult supervision as a condition of receiving welfare for themselves and their children. However, when the home that a
minor parent is in is headed by an adult who has been on welfare for more than 3 years, than the purpose of adult supervision is lost.
We do not want to give welfare benefits to children who live under the guidance of adults who have chosen welfare as a way of life.
Under the Faircloth amendment, these young girls would still be entitled to receive all other benefits--food stamps, medical care, et
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cetera--all the amendment would prevent is two welfare checks from going to the same household. If our colleagues truly want to
stop the cycle of intergenerational welfare dependency, then they will join us in voting in favor of this amendment.

Those opposing the amendment contended:

The Faircloth amendment would set up two categories of teenage moms: one category would get aid for living at home; the other
category would not. This amendment is destructive of family unity, and should therefore be rejected.
 


